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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: No agreement was reached. Applicant explained what the invention 
is. Problem to be addressed is that bad guys try to move money and it may be the same bad guys taking advantage of 
different systems. Developed a sort of filter that looks at various indicators and derives a reference list. The invention 
uses the reference list to evaluate suspicious transactions in different systems (e.g., money transfer, credit card etc.). 
Exaniners suggested amending claims to further define the results of the claimed invention and avoid 101 problems 
because merely "evaluating" is broad and does not lend itself to a particular result. Examiners suggested further 
clarifying what is meant by first and second transactions and first and second systems because as presently claimed 
they could be anything.. 



